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Appellant's Brief 

m Real Party in Interest 
Applicant-inventor is the real party in interest, there being no assignment nor obligation to 
assign the subject matter described and claimed herein. 

(2\ Related Ar rflflfr Interferences 

None. 

rr> Status of Claims 

Appeal is taken from the Final Rejection of Claims 1-8. Claims 9-21 have been withdrawn 
from consideration. No claim has been allowed. 

fAS Status of Am endments 
No amendments after final are pending/been refused entry. 

(S\ Summary o f Claimed Subject Matter 
Applicant's inventive device, as set forth in Claim 1 , is directed to a system for holding a 
hand-held video camera steady during its movement while recording (page 1, lines 11-25). The 
system comprises a support platform 22 to which the video camera is secured. A support shaft 24 
is connected to a bottom surface of the platform and a sphere 40 affixed to an upper portion 26 of 
the support shaft. A socket plate member 42 pivotally captures the sphere in a socket (46, 46', Fig. 
5) formed therein the socket plate freely pivoting about the sphere. A balance-plate 58 is connected 
to a bottom portion 28 of the support shaft to help counterbalance a weight of the camera. Means 
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(50, 70) is attachable to the socket plate member 42 by which the support platform and the video 
camera are suspended, whereby when the platform support with the camera supported thereon is 
transported during video recording using the means attachable to said socket plate member, the 
camera is maintained in a steady position by a gravitational force (see page 5, lines 2-19 for partial 
description of relevant structure and page 5 line 20-page 6, line 2 for a concise synopsis of the 
device's operation). The support shaft 24 has a first portion 26 which can be rotated relative to 
second portion 28 (Fig. 2) to tilt the video camera, if desired. A description of secondary means 70 
for supporting the platform is found at page 6, line 15-page 7, line 16. 

(*) ^rrnunds of Rejection to b ff Ppviawed on Appeal 

1) Rejection of Claims 1-8 under 35 USC §112, first paragraph. 

2) Rejection of Claims 1-8 under 35 USC §112, second paragraph. 

3) Rejection of Claims 1 -4, 6-8 under 35 USC § 1 03(a) as unpatentable over Reese et al. (US 
pat. no. 6,1 19,995) In view of Wu et al. (US pat. no. 6,729,778). 

4) Rejection of Claim 5 under 35 USC §103(a) as unpatentable over Reese et al. in view of 
Wu et al, supra, as further modified by Donahue (US pat. no. 4,953,852). 

m Argument 

1) Claims 1-8 stand Finally Rejected, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement It is the Examiner's position that 

The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such 
a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected to make and/or use the invention. The specification does not specifically address 
as to what is meant by "at all times" in such a way that one of ordinary skill may make or use 
the invention. 
Appeal is taken from the rejection of Claims 1-8. 

It is true that the phrase "at all times" does not appear in the specification. However, the 
specification does not have to provide in haec verba support for the language of the claims, only 
description of structure whichis so claimed. The addition of this wording was required to distinguish 
the cited references which "at some times", permit the platform to pivot relative to the mounting 
sphere. Since each of the references relied upon has a means to lock its platform to its support sphere 
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(which Appellants device lacks), it is clear that the devices ofthe prior art do not permit free pivoting 
about the sphere "at all times", and to suggest that the references contain such ateaching is to distort 
them to eliminate their intended function. Further, since Appellants support lacks any means to lock 
the support platform relative to the sphere, it is clear it is free to pivot relative thereto "at all times". 
This rejection is ill-founded and should be REVERSEQ. 

2) Claims 1-8 stand Finally Rejected under 35 USC §112, second paragraph, as indefinite. 
It is the Examiner's position that 

Claim 1 recites, "at all times" and it is unclear what is meant by "times" and it is unclear 
how a "timing" pertains to the structure of the device. 

Appeal is taken from the rejection of Claims 1-8. 

The proper interpretation of the "at all times" limitation is set forth in the argument relative 
to the 35 USC §112, first paragraph rejection. Appellants platform is maintained horizontal by a 
counterweight system and not by a locking device. It is free to pivot to accommodate variations in 
the position of the holder's supporting hand so as to eliminate the effects of such movement on the 
recorded video images. The prior art devices are designed to lock the platform in place ala a tripod 
and, hence, axe not designed nor capable of performing their functions while permitting rotation "at 
all times". The ability of Appellants device to freely pivot at all times is a direct outgrowth of the 
structure defined by the claim. This rejection is ill-founded and should be REVERSED . 

3) In the Final Rejection, the Examiner rejected Claims 1-4, 6-8 under 35 USC 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Reese et al. (6,1 19,995) in view of Wu et al. (6,729,778). 
It is the Examiner's position that 

The patent to Reese et al. discloses a camera steady device (10) having a support 
platform (20) and a support shaft (16a, 1 8) connected to the bottom surface of the platform, 
having a first upper portion (16), and a separate second lower portion (18), the first and 
second shafts being positionable within 60 degrees relative to each other and a locking 
mechanism (24) to lock them in place, a sphere (30) affixed to the upper portion of the 
support shaft (16a, 18) a socket with a handle (32a, 32b, 16) which has a straight portion and 
an [sic] fifteen degree angled portion (See Drawing Below), the socket which is permitted 
to freely pivot about the sphere, a range of plus or minus 60 degrees about a roll and pitch 
axis and plus or minus 360 degrees about a yaw axis by being, [?sic] the socket which has 
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a first upper plate (32b) with a first downwardly directed truncated spherical recess, and a 
«xmd [lSL plate (32a) with a second upwardly directed truncated spherical recess, the 

^^^TSSS^SL P- member connected to the 
portion of the support shaft and a means attachable to socket plate to by [sic] which the 
^Platform issuspended or a and [sic] ^^^^^^ foi 
Wu et al. shows a camera steady device for a video camera (60) and a means for 
attaching (341) the camera, which has a sphere attached to support shaft (20) winch has a 
counSancmg socket plate member (12) connected to a bottom portion of the ^upport 
shaft (20) and a means ( 1 3 ) attachable to socket plate to by [sic] which the support platform 
^spendS, used to firmly hold the video camera to the device and to suspend the device 
from a support surface. Therefore, it would have been obvious to °" 
Z the art af the time the invention was made from the teachings of Wu et al. to have added 
±ese things to the device of Reese et al. in order to firmly attach the camera to the device and 
to suspend the device from a support surface. 

Appeal is taken from this rejection of Claims 1 -4, 6-8. 

Reese et al. and Wu et al. are each directed to platforms for still cameras (not video cameras) 
which lock in a particular position for photography. The Examiner appears to be doubly including 
the support platform 20 when she recites a counter-balanced socket plate member. Claim 1 clearly 
requires two separate elements, a support platform 22 (Applicant's reference system) connected to 
a top portion of the support shaft 24 and a counterbalancing plate 58 connected to the bottom end 
thereof. The Examiner's attempt to have a single item read on these two elements positioned at 
opposite ends of the support shaft is one of many deficiencies inthe logic used to reject these claims. 

Neither reference teaches or suggests a platform for a video camera which is mounted on a 
spherical ball to freely pivot thereabout at all times and, through the use of a counterbalance, the 
camera is maintained in a steady position by a gravitational force, as Claim 1 requires. The Examiner 
appears to select items from a menu which she would like to appropriate from Wu et al. and insert 
into the device of Reese et al. However, there does not appear to be a teaching of a reason to do this 
found outside of Applicant's specification. The use of Applicant's own teaching to provide the 
mortar to hold the building blocks of arejection together requires an impermissible level of hindsight 
reconstruction. In re McLaughlin 170 USPQ 209. None of the cited references teaches or suggests 
a platform for use with a video camera which pivots freely about a spherical ball under weight of 
gravity as influenced by a counterweight balance plate. The Examiner has failed to establish a prima 
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facie case 



of obviousness and, accordingly, this rejection should be REVERSED . 



4) Claim 5 has been Finally Rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as unpatentable over Reese ct 
al. in view of Wu et al. as further modified by Donahue (4,953,852). It is the Examiner's position 
that 

Reese et al and Wu et al. disclose applicant's basic inventive concept, all the 
elements ^h-shov^ 

°Donahue shoes [sic] a joint having a sphere («) that is n^ade of Teflon, used^hs 
low fiictionTproperties (See Col. 6, lines 20-24 for matenal selection). Therefore, it would 
have ££n S to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the mvention was made 
torn t^teSs of Donahue 8 to have made the sphere of Teflon in order to have a low 
friction point. 

Appeal is taken from this rejection. 

Donahuefailstoremedymedeficienciesnotedsupraregardingmeprm^ 

stated purpose of Reese et al. is to create a locking device which will not slip when subjected to 
loads capable of producing 200 ft-lbs of torque. It is not clear, giventhe stated purpose of the Reese 
et al. patent, why anyone, let alone one of ordinary skill in the art, would insert a TEFLON ball, 
notorious for ite self-lubricating slipperiness, as the Examiner has alleged is obvious. It is 
respectfully submitted that doing so destroys the function of the Reese et al. device for its stated 
intended purpose. Further, the only reason why one would logically do so is to meet the teaching of 
Applicant's device, which, even having made the substitution, the combination fails to do. As 
pointed out with regard to the basic combination, the use of Applicant's teaching as the mortar to 
hold thebuilding blocks of a rejection together, requires the Examiner to use an impermissible level 
of hindsight reconstruction. McLaughlin, supra. The rejection of Claim 5 is ill-founded and this 
ground of rejection should be REVERSED. 
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Respectfully submitted, 



Richard K. Thomson 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 29,032 



Certificate of Mailing under 37 CFR §1.8 



I hereby certify that this Appeal Brief in the application entitled "Steadying Camera Support 
Platform" is being faxed to Commissioner for Patents, 571 273-8300 on the date shown. 




Signed &JL<JX^J& J ^f^r^ _ Date <D^i£ 
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Cjajnja Appendix 

1. A system for holding a hand-held video camera steady during its movement 
while recording, said system comprising 

a) a support platform to which the video camera is secured; 

b) a support shaft connected to a bottom surface of said platform; 

c) a sphere affixed to an upper portion of said support shaft; 

d) a socket plate member which pivotally captures said sphere in a socket 
formed therein, said socket plate freely pivoting about said sphere at all 
times; 

e) a balance plate connected to a bottom portion of said support shaft to help 

counterbalance a weight of the camera; 

f) meansattachabletosaidsocketplatememberbywhichsaidsupportplatform 

and the video camera are suspended; 
whereby when the platform support with the camera supported thereon is transported during video 
recording using the means attachable to said socket plate member, the camera is maintained in a 
steady position by a gravitational force. 

2. The system of Claim 1 wherein said socket plate member permits said sphere to 
freely pivot ±60° about a roll axis, ±60" about a pitch axis, ±360° about a yaw axis. 



3. 



The camera platform support of Claim 1 wherein said support shaft is formed in a 
first upper portion and a second separate lower portion, and said first upper portion 
may be locked in any desired position within an angle of ±60° relative to said second 
lower portion by means of a joint with a locking mechanism. 

The system of Claim 1 wherein said socket plate member comprises a first upper 
plate withafirst downwardly directed truncated spherical recess and a second lower 
plate with a second upwardly directedVuncated spherical recess, said first and 
second truncated spherical recesses capturing said spherical ball and serving as said 
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spherical ball's bearing surface. 

5. The system of Claim 4 wherein said spherical ball is made of polytetrafluoroethylene 
material. 

6. The system of Claim 1 wherein said means attachable to said socket plate comprises 
a handle. 

7. The system of Claim 6 wherein said handle has a first straight portion and a second 
angled portion. 

8. The system of Claim 7 wherein said second angled portion forms an angle of 15° 
with said first straight portion. 
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None. 
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Related Proceedings Aoendix 

None. 
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